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DISABILITY. EVALUATIONS AND REEXAMINETIORS .

The purpcse of this letter is to discuss bl indness evaluaticns for potential
Tickle beneficiaries (£11 County Welfare Director's Letiter (A0WDL) No. 83-T4);
1o emphasize the necessity of disability-reexaminations and of tramslators for
non-English speaking indivicduals; and bo--&stdress various aaeshlons uhau have
crlsen regarcﬁr~ Glﬁabﬁlvby eval ab4o proced"res- ' ’

vztians -,vote ial Pickle Cgses--

ﬁ]indngss Fv—

Under existing Department of Social Services (DSS) Disability Evaluation
Division (DED) procedures, when a blind individual has previously been
cetermined diszbled or is over the age of 65, DED does not perform a
riindness evalustion unless the individuzl is employed. These procedures
lished subseguent Lo the repesl of the special incoze deduction in

were estebli
Septemper 1632, That repeal elimineted the finencisl advantege te a blind
teneficiery unliess . the bDensficiary is entitled t¢ =z deduction for work
eypenses in sccordance with Title 22, CAC, Section 50551.4. Therelore, no.
regzson to perform 2 blindness evaluztion ex15ved

Fowever, certzin former SSI/SSP recipients mey continue 1o be eligible for
nc shazre of cost Mecdi-Cal under the Pickle Amendment to the Social Security
Act. In order to defermine if en individuzl is eligible zs & Piclde
teneficiary, counties wmust perform certein celeculations based on the
zoplicable SSI/SSP pzyment level. Beceuse blind individuals zre entitled to
z higher SSL/SSP payment level than cissbled or zged persons, when former
SSI/SSP biind recipients zre evaluated for Pickie eligibility under Lvnch v.
Fenk (ACL 83-7%), the calcwletions must reiflect the higher payment levels,
Trereiore, the coanties must icdentify DED potenticl Piclkle beneficizries
wno are cUrrcntWy blind regardless of zge or Gisebility stetus. To do se,
“the notztion YFickle Person™ should be m=de on the MC 22% in Section 11,
"CWD Fepresentetive Comments”. This will ensure that DED will pursue a

tlindness deferminetion even though eligibility slresdy exists due to zge or
diszbility rather then returning the case without evalustion.

Disgbility Regyzmingtions:

It has come to our ziitsntion fhat the musber of county welfare depertment
referrzsls Lo DD for reecyamination pursuant to an esteblished dissbility
regexyamineticn czte has decressed suTstantielly.
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Peexaminations are scheduled by DED ir cases in which the beneficiary’s
condition is erpected to remain disabling 2t least 12 months bul mey be
expected to improve, or in which & previcas SSA determination esteblished a
reexamination dzte. o
Eyample: An applicant is severely injured in an automobile accident. BHe
temperarily lost the use of his legs. Eowever, with surgery and exiensive
physical therapy, he is expected to regain partial use of his legs in
zpproximately 18 months. DED will schedidle a reexamination in 18 months to
Getermipe if nis improvement ferminates his diszbility status.

Counties must resubzit a DED request on the reexamination cate. Some pene-

ficiaries refuse to participate 1n the-reezaminatlon process. If z benefi-
ciary fails, withoul good cause, to cooperzie by completing the necessary )
forms, the beneficizry should be discontinued. If a beneficizry ccoperates,
he/she continues to be considered disebled and,. therefore, eligitle until
ihe reevalusTion Dy DED is completed. If, on The other hand, you forget to
reguest a DED reexzzination, the beneficiary's disability status is

imsupportzble. Tmls could result in guality control citations.

stablished by the Social Seeurity Administraticn
ty recipiests, SSA is responsible Tor requesting
the counsy must verify that Title T1 dissbility
resxaminstion. Tnerefore, counties should sub-
to SSA Tor verificetion of Title II disabilily
itv onsetl date and uie reexemination dezte. The
ishes the ans: e gblec appli-

akins Zeferral Lesses

= referrzl is zede for en indivicual who coes
and telephons munber of 2 frienc or relative of
s translztor De included if possible. This

ting the evelustion process.

Below is & list ef freguently askeC. Guesclions znd their answers on dissbi-
ity status and verificavion thet wev be helpful Lo you.
Zusstion 1:

when 2 Medi—Csl zppiication indicetss that an 8SI/8SP or Titie II epplica-
+ion has zlso seen mace, must the coinly submit thne entire disability
eveluation refarrzl package O DED?



Inswer:
Yes. Under previoas procedures, when ! DED State Programs received a request
for diszbility eveivetion on an 1Dd4"duc1,ﬂh0 had z penting SSI/SSP-or
Title TT epplicetion, Stete Programs would contact the DD =zppropriate-- - -
federal Eranch and adeh the diszbility determination prepared for the
€ST/SSP or Titie 71 cese. It was not necessary for the coumty to submit . the _.
entire cdissbility eveluation package to DZD Stale Prograzs as no separa atle
disability -evaivatien was performed. However, YED federsl branches are : S
currently experiencing 'a backlog due lo the effecis of the court - Ll
order in Lopez v. Beckier, Submission of @ complete pacxage-vernuts
State Progrems to perform an evaluetion if it eppears that the =T
federal progra: will notl complete their evzluation gquickly. DED no 1onger
sccepts incompiete cissbility packages for any reascn. {ACL §3=88)- . -

Jestion 21 ) ) L N
Do disability ver_z:»cgﬂon requirements cPDlV ‘for dﬂsab;ed Remos -
benef1c¢ar¢es fien: (1) they zre-in the Textended eligibility™ categorys;™
znd, (2) their S5SI/SSP eligibility was d_scontlnued for a reason other than

cessation of diszbiiiiz”

_r tbo're*son Tor terminstion of SSI was cther than cessstion of disability,

infividuz) =mzv continue to bs considerad Gisebled For Hedi-Czl Only.
SWever, SouE:u <o the changes listef the next response, disabvility

sza“‘s r:hc. 1N C &2 ve
Cccse “eQO“d -..».A:t :*

Section 50167)

rified through S3i, and & potation should be made in the
sability stetus wes npot terminated. i{Titie 22, CAC,

Question
z dissbility determinaticn is & DID adoption of a prior

litv determinztion, does an S5k discontinuance of
izle I1 mean loss of Medi-Czl eligibility?

fesnonse:

Tf SSA Gisepiliitv siztos is terminatied, the individezl is po longer
consicered ciszoied. 1if no other lirrage fzctor exists, Medi-Cal
eligibizity cezses. However, 1f Title 1T or XVI diszbility peyment is
¢iscontinued fb" z rezscn gther than cess*Lio* of disgbility, and the
individual coniinues to be considersd disgbled Dy Sbn, the person is also

disghled Tor ‘tu_ Cel Only purposes. However, dissbility stetus
should be verifies throur h SSA. (Titie 22, CAC Section 50167



estion #:

Cu !

Vaen. an can et is umder 65 and is receiving Title IT {QASDI) and
S

Medicare, is this sfficient verification that the individuzl is disabled?

Sesponse:

Ro.  HMere receipt o7 T__ le __I and }’*ﬁcare

s not proof of €I Sabl_.LtY,
because: - Yedicare c;s‘;ml.&y cri a

re not uset in ¥edi-lal, and .

(2) Title *I E.-L-'b_L....HE‘..JbCOiJ-ld be for olé zge or survivers r"nj.:' Instedd,_
tvese entitlemsnts suggesi potential ¢isapility which commties should
explore. (Title 22, CAC, Sectionm 5u"'3)

jestmni T
Does 50167(2)(1)(C)-permit preswmpiive e?-_igib;lity for persons who receive”
etk Title I znd Medicare p ending costact with Social Secu ity? (It should
he noted thet Title TT Socizgl Securiiy checks no longer identify the basis
woon which the beselit is Deling paid, e.g., DIB.)

Ko, Since the chmeck no longer ststes thel payment is for disability, the
zoplicent must Dress “,t other verifiestion, e.g., Erant sward letler, written
staterent from SS.%., ete. (Title 22, CiC, Section 50167)

Snhen zre countr welfare departments rsguired TO rever rirs d._:.Sc: ility?
Section 50163{<) resuires verificaticn whenever there is 2 CHENEE.

b

nESDONSE.

¢isebility umdzr the followlng conditions

1. When & simificant change in the bencficiary's physiczl conditicn is
reporied Sy the bensficiary.

2. When the benzficiary becomes espioyed, his/her Titls 11 disebilily
cezsss, €.°.

EN Wren 2 o5 reerezinefion is reficred.

X, Wh oleer =nd cannct be esizblished Dy any
other Title 22, Section 50167.

5. Wnep 2 rezppliczetion is macs oy & forzer disabled nensiicizary.
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If a beneficiary Fails to provide you requested informetion or verificzstion,
he/she should be Giscontinued for feilure to cooperate. (Title 22, CAC,
Section 5017>.)

Zi‘ we may be of further dSSlStaIICE, please call Tonl Bailey of my staffl
916) _)221—2“933..

Sincerely,
Original signed by

Caroline Cabias, Chief
Medi-Cal Eligibility Branch





